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Based on the current stBBHS? arms reductflMRSgotiations , as 
well as the views of ay senior advisors, this NSDD sets out U.S. 
arms reduction positions and objectives for the May 29 - June 2, 
1986 summit meeting in Moscow. This NSDD is not intended as a 
comprehensive statement of U.S. arms reduction policy) except 
where specifically noted, previous U.S. positions and previous 
guidance remain valid. (S) 


Substantive arms reduction 
START, Defense and Space, 
Treaty, and issues conce) 
areas of nuclear testing' cl 
forces arms control, b^rinj 
limit ourselves to c^^ewin] 
where and to signij^tlyfce 
in Geneva. (S) 

START (U) 

Zn Moscow we will seek 



scussions in Mosc< 
let non-compliai 
the ABM Treaty 
mical weapon) 
unforeseen jirci 
and recor^Mg prc 
clear t%|RngJag) 


1 lowing: 



w should focus on 
with the ABM 
lew. Zn the 
onventional 
ances, we will 
ess made else- 
nts negotiated 


we will continue tAmMflbcate a legal jfflasdi&i ino sublimit of 
3300 ICBM RVs and wiTTalscuss how to record the current 
Soviet intentions with regard to their program. 

We will provide the Soviets details of our proposed verifi- 
cation scheme for mobile ICBRs based upon the decisions 
reflected in guidance issued on my behalf by the National 
Security Council staff on May 24, 1988. Based on Soviet 
receptiveness to this ^aerification approach, I will make the 
decision in Moscow whfner to discuss si£if ic numerical 
lisiits on mobile HjfsBend, if so, vhf^lmit* to propose. 


If warranted by 
prepared to a 
silo-based h 
on the modern? 
modernisation) 
equal right to he 
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not on other ICBM 
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Building upon the R^lavik Cornu 
carrying gravity b*pmc®or SRAMs # we 
additional issuesfflconclrniny air-br^Khii 
single# integrgfra package as foists: 


m,, . 


while cor 
per bomber^ 
counting rul< 
the following 
— For the 
ALCMs 
For exj 
less 





mm* 


avy bombers 
eek to resolve 
%reapon8 in a 


rule of 10 ALCMs 
approach to 
one which meets 

no more than 10 


nting rule of no 
no less than 8 


prefer 
Soviets ac 1 
can accept 
iris: 

counting 
5 # 

Soviet bomber 

(s per BEAR-H an 

ALCMs per Blackjack) 

— Provisions for agreeing on counting rules for 
future bomber types* 

Mo sublinit on ALCMs or bomber weapons) 

No restrictions on conventionally-armed cruise 
missiles) 

1000 km range cut-off for counting nuclear-armed ALCM 
(acceptable only M the Soviets agrgd to the remaining 
elements of oui^Kposal) ; 

Acceptance of^BraB.S. position 
weapon dist^^isBbility and 
No conatra^Pcs onmLCM invent 
AcceptancMRf^he limited r 
to non-Aml Maybe & and non 4 
tional bonder* se« forth in t 
Conversion orklimnation Protoc 




er and bomber 
tion) 

vert ALCM bombers 
rs to conven- 
raft of the 


On sea-launched crAeeBtissiles# if tft SBriets appear 
interested in moviB f®m their curreB pBition to a 
declaratory approa^^^B will base approach on 

reciprocal non-blnoHi^^eclarationa o^lcquisition plans for 
all nuclear-armed SLCMs regardless of their range. If such 
a scheme were agreed to# the United States would declare it 
has no plans to acquire more than 1500 nuclear-armed SLCMs. 

— we will continue the expanded data exchange begun in 
Geneva. (8) 

In implementing these dec^£ns# our priorit^£ should be: 


First priority, 
sussait statement 
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Third priority . 
U.S. approach to 
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